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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
The area served by the Three Rivers School District (TRSD) has experienced population 
and housing growth in recent years, but the District’s K-12 school enrollment in 2006-07 
is 17 percent lower than its 1995-96 peak.  Total K-12 enrollment has fallen in each of 
the past 11 years and is now lower than in any of the past 30 years.  Losses have been 
greatest in the elementary grades (K-5), which enroll 27 percent fewer students than in 
1996-97.  The middle grades (6-8) have lost 20 percent in enrollment during the same 
period, while the high school grades (9-12) have lost only three percent. 
This report presents the results of a forecast conducted by the Portland State University 
Population Research Center (PRC) indicating that overall TRSD enrollment will continue 
to decrease during the next five years, until 2011-12, mostly due to the current smaller 
elementary and middle school classes moving up to the high school level.  Although 
elementary enrollment is expected to “bottom out” within the next two to four years and 
begin to grow slightly, the offsetting effect of smaller high school enrollment means that 
overall K-12 enrollment will be stable at best during the 2011-12 to 2016-17 period.  
PRC’s methodology links enrollment trends with the area’s population dynamics.  As 
employment, population, and housing growth in the region continues, the enrollment 
declines should slow, and overall enrollment will stabilize within the 5,000 to 5,100 
student range over a period of several years, according to this forecast. 
Population in the District is forecast to grow by an average of 1.3 percent annually 
between 2000 and 2020, slightly higher than the 1.1 percent annual growth rate forecast 
in the State of Oregon Office of Economic Analysis’ most recent long-range forecast for 
Josephine County.1  Although there is still undeveloped land and room for new housing 
in the balance of the County (served by District 7), the largest share of future residential 
development may occur within the area served by TRSD, which includes residential areas 
__________________________ 
1County growth rate for 2000-2020 from ”Forecasts of Oregon’s County Populations and Components of 
Change, 2000 to 2040.”  Oregon Department of Administrative Services, Office of Economic Analysis, 
April, 2004. 
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within the County’s two Urban Growth Boundaries (Grants Pass UGB and Cave Junction 
UGB), the Merlin/North Valley area, with its recreational and industrial development, 
and the Applegate Valley, with its proximity to the employment centers in Jackson 
County. 
Table 1 contains TRSD’s recent and forecast enrollments in five year intervals.  
Following the table are highlights of the district-wide and individual school enrollment 
forecasts. 
Table 1
Historic and Forecast Enrollment
Three Rivers School District
Actual Forecast
2001-06 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
K-5 2,496 2,140 2,112 2,241
5 year growth -356 -28 129
6-8 1,485 1,284 1,196 1,217
5 year growth -201 -88 21
9-12 2,077 2,056 1,744 1,638
5 year growth -21 -312 -106
Total 6,058 5,480 5,052 5,096
5 year growth -578 -428 44
 
District-wide Enrollment Forecast 
• Total K-12 enrollment is expected to decline by over 400 students in the next five 
years, then remain relatively stable. 
• Decline in K-12 enrollment between 2006-07 and 2011-12 is eight percent, or an 
average of 1.6 percent annually. 
• Enrollment in elementary grades (K-5) is forecast to be relatively stable during 
the next five years, then increase slightly due to in-migration of families with 
young children and a small increase in births throughout the period. 
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• Middle school (grades 6-8) enrollment is forecast to decline in the next five years, 
but not as severely as in the past five years.  By the end of the 10 year forecast 
period, middle school enrollment is expected to increase slightly. 
• High school (9-12) enrollment is currently near a peak, and is forecast to drop by 
over 300 students in the next five years (by 2011-12), followed by an additional 
100 student decline in the following five year period (2011-12 to 2016-17). 
Individual School Forecasts 
Forecasts for individual schools depict what future enrollments might be if current 
boundaries, grade configurations, and number of schools remain unchanged.  Specific 
figures may be found in Table 18 of this report and in the school profiles in Appendix A. 
• The District’s eight elementary schools and one K-8 school have already 
experienced their most severe enrollment losses and will have relatively stable 
enrollment during the next five years, between 2006-07 and 2011-12. 
• Some of the District’s elementary schools are forecast to grow between 2011-12 
and 2016-17, notably Fruitdale, Jerome Prairie, and Madrona. 
• Enrollment at Lincoln Savage and Lorna Byrne Middle Schools is expected to be 
relatively stable during the next five and ten years, but Fleming Middle School is 
forecast to lose enrollment for the next few years before stabilizing. 
• Significant losses are forecast at all three of the District’s high schools in the next 
five years, with the biggest losses at Hidden Valley (18 percent) and Illinois 
Valley (17 percent).  Enrollments at these two schools are expected to stabilize 
after 2011-12.  North Valley is forecast to lose enrollment during both periods, 
including an 11 percent loss between 2006-07 and 2011-12 and an additional 14 
percent loss between 2011-12 and 2016-17. 
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INTRODUCTION 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
In May 2006, the Three Rivers School District (TRSD) requested that the Portland State 
University Population Research Center (PRC) prepare enrollment forecasts for use in the 
District’s long-range planning.  This study integrates information about TRSD enrollment 
trends with local area population, housing, and economic trends, and includes a 
population forecast for the District as well as forecasts of district-wide enrollment by 
grade level and total enrollment for individual schools.  Information sources include the 
U.S. Census Bureau, birth data from the Oregon Center for Health Statistics, county 
population forecasts from the Oregon Office of Economic Analysis, employment trends 
and forecasts from the Oregon Employment Department, and personal interviews with 
city, county, Employment Department, and school district officials and local business 
people. 
The District serves the valleys of the Rogue, Applegate and Illinois Rivers in Josephine 
County and a small portion of Jackson County around the community of Applegate.  Its 
“inner” boundary reaches to within one to five miles of the Grants Pass city center; the 
area inside of this irregular boundary, including most of the City of Grants Pass and some 
of unincorporated Josephine County, is served by Grants Pass District 7.  The TRSD 
boundary includes the City of Cave Junction and small portions of the City of Grants 
Pass; all of the other communities served by TRSD are unincorporated. 
Following this introduction are sections presenting recent population, housing, and 
enrollment trends within the District.  Another section is devoted to our research on the 
average number of TRSD students generated from different types of housing.  Next are 
the results of the district-wide population and enrollment forecasts and individual school 
forecasts, and a description of the methodology used to produce them.  The conclusion 
contains a brief discussion of the nature and accuracy of forecasts, and an appendix 
contains a one page profile for each of the District’s schools showing its enrollment 
history and forecasts, and population and housing trends within its attendance area. 
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We would like to acknowledge (in alphabetical order) the help of the following 
individuals who contributed to the study by answering questions, providing local insight, 
or providing data: 
• Patty Cloud, New Hope Christian School 
• Carol Doering, Century 21/ Harris & Taylor 
• Lora Glover, Josephine County 
• Ashton Jones, City of Grants Pass 
• David Marshall, Three Rivers School District 
• Steve O’Dell, ERA Prestige Homes 
• Bev Orndorff, SOESD 
• Ainoura Oussenbec, Oregon Employment Department 
• Jim Polk, City of Cave Junction 
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POPULATION AND HOUSING TRENDS, 1990 to 2005 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
During the decade between the 1990 and 2000 Censuses, total population within the 
current boundaries of the TRSD grew by 21 percent, from 37,273 persons to 45,166.2  
Over 97 percent of TRSD residents live within the Josephine County portion of the 
District (44,028 persons in 2000).  Jackson County accounts for the rest (1,138 persons in 
2000).  The District’s rate of population growth during the 1990s was identical to the 21 
percent growth experienced by Josephine County overall, and the City of Cave Junction 
also grew by 21 percent during the decade.  Population in the City of Grants Pass grew at 
a faster rate, 31 percent, partly due to its expanded municipal boundaries.  Between 1990 
and 2000, the land area of the City grew from 6.5 to 7.6 square miles.   
In the first half of the current decade, Josephine County’s population increased more 
slowly, at an average annual rate of 1.0 percent between 2000 and 2005, compared with 
1.9 percent in the 1990s.3  Meanwhile, the City of Grants Pass has continued to expand 
its geographic size, from 7.6 square miles in 2000 to 10.5 square miles in 2006.  Much of 
the expansion occurred within the TRSD service area, causing a subtle change in TRSD’s 
traditional role as the “county” district.  In Fall 2005 a majority of TRSD students 
residing in the Fruitdale Elementary attendance area and nearly one fifth of the students 
in the Fort Vannoy attendance area also lived within the Grants Pass urban growth 
boundary (UGB). 
The growth rate has been influenced by at least three major factors.  First, while the 
recession that slowed employment and population growth throughout most of Oregon 
between 2000 and 2003 was less severe in Southern Oregon, there were a couple of years  
__________________________ 
2All of the population and housing figures for both 1990 and 2000 reported in this study include the former 
Applegate School District, although it was a separate district until consolidation in 1994-95. 
3The July 1, 2005 population estimate for Josephine County was 79,645, compared with the April 1, 2000 
census count of 75,726.  Source:  2005 Oregon Population Report.  Portland State University, Population 
Research Center, April, 2006. 
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with little job growth.4  Second, the aging of the area’s population means that there are 
more deaths than births each year.  Although the County continues to grow due to net 
migration, losses from “natural increase” are greater than in any other Oregon county.5  
Finally, housing prices have escalated rapidly since 2000.  The implications of rising 
home prices were addressed at a Workforce Housing Summit in Medford earlier this 
year.  Between 2002 and 2005 the average price of resale homes in both Grants Pass and 
Cave Junction increased by an average of more than $35,000 annually over the three year 
period, amounting to a 75 percent increase in Grants Pass and a 141 percent increase in 
Cave Junction, but average pay in Josephine County is 24 percent lower than the average 
for the State of Oregon.  According to Charlie Mitchell, Economic Development 
Coordinator for the City of Grants Pass, “if workers cannot afford to live in or relocate to 
this area, it will exacerbate an already shrinking labor pool.”6 
Because much of the area’s population growth has been driven by retirement migration, 
many new residents have not been part of the labor market.  Employers report difficulties 
filling job openings, for reasons that include housing affordability.  But the labor force 
has grown each year since 2000, and employment prospects of Josephine County 
residents have been enhanced by recent economic growth in both Josephine County and 
nearby Jackson County.  The Oregon Employment Department reports that August 2006 
unemployment rates of 6.1 percent in Josephine and 5.5 percent in Jackson were the 
lowest since 1990, as far back as comparable data are available. Since August 2005, 
Josephine County gained 560 payroll jobs, for a growth rate of 2.2 percent, and Jackson 
County added 1,140 jobs, a growth rate of 1.4 percent.7  The importance of Jackson 
County’s job market can not be overstated, because about 20 percent of Josephine County 
workers are employed in Jackson County.8 
__________________________ 
4“Where Will the Jobs Be in the Rogue Valley?” Oregon Employment Department, OLMIS, November 3, 
2005. 
5Overall population change of 3,919 for Josephine County between the 2000 census and the 2005 estimate 
included net migration of +5,213 offset by natural increase of -1,294.  Source:  2005 Oregon Population 
Report.  Portland State University, Population Research Center, April, 2006. 
6Southern Oregon Workforce Housing Summit, Medford, Oregon, February 21, 2006.  Document available 
at http://www.ashland.or.us/Files/wfh_book_final.pdf.  The average annual wage comparison for 2004 is 
from Oregon Employment Department data. 
7”Recent Trends:  Region 8”.  Oregon Employment Department, OLMIS, October 1, 2006. 
8U.S. Census Bureau, LED Origin-Destination Database (2nd quarter 2003). 
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Population by age group for 1990 and 2000 is shown in Table 2 below.  During the 
decade population grew for all age groups except children under age 5 and adults ages 25 
to 39.  The growth rate for school-age population (11 percent) was lower than the growth 
rate for total population (21 percent), and growth rates for individual age groups under 
age 18 were clearly skewed by age.  The large declines in the 25 to 34 age groups 
between 1990 and 2000 have some precedent in state and national demographic trends, as 
those age groups in 2000 related to smaller birth cohorts.  Persons age 25 to 34 in 2000 
were born during the late 1960s and early 1970s “baby bust” that followed the “baby 
boom.” 
 
Table 2
Population by Age Group
Three Rivers School District, 1990 and 2000
1990 to 2000 Change
Number Percent
Under Age 5 2,278 2,038 -240 -11%
Age 5 to 9 2,605 2,656 51 2%
Age 10 to 14 2,688 3,096 408 15%
Age 15 to 17 1,521 1,836 315 21%
Age 18 to 19 761 1,004 243 32%
Age 20 to 24 1,408 1,593 185 13%
Age 25 to 29 1,820 1,627 -193 -11%
Age 30 to 34 2,443 2,019 -424 -17%
Age 35 to 39 2,842 2,714 -128 -5%
Age 40 to 44 3,007 3,373 366 12%
Age 45 to 49 2,478 3,883 1,405 57%
Age 50 to 54 1,997 3,853 1,856 93%
Age 55 to 59 2,093 3,377 1,284 61%
Age 60 to 64 2,321 2,975 654 28%
Age 65 to 69 2,583 2,770 187 7%
Age 70 to 74 1,943 2,370 427 22%
Age 75 to 79 1,425 2,035 610 43%
Age 80 to 84 676 1,138 462 68%
Age 85 and over 384 809 425 111%
Total Population 37,273 45,166 7,893 21%
  Total age 5 to 17 6,814 7,588 774 11%
    share age 5 to 17 18.3% 16.8%
1990 2000
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000 Censuses; data aggregated to TRSD boundary (current 
boundary including Applegate) by Portland State University Population Research Center.  
 
Chart 1 shows the estimated population change that each age group contributed due to 
migration between 1990 and 2000.  Net losses due to migration for the age groups 
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between 20 and 29 and gains for ages 30 to 44 are typical of areas outside of large urban 
centers, as young people move away for college and other opportunities, and slightly 
older adults settle in the area for employment, housing, or a rural or small town lifestyle.  
The significant growth due to migration for age groups between 55 and 74 attests to the 
area’s popularity as a retirement destination. 
 
Chart 1
Population Change Due to Migration, 1990 to 2000
Three Rivers School District by Age Group
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Net out-migration of young adults from the TRSD and in-migration of older adults 
exacerbated the baby boom/baby bust disparity, so there were nearly twice as many 
adults age 35 to 49 than age 20 to 34 in the TRSD in 2000.  Householders in their late 30s 
and 40s are the most likely to be parents of teenagers, and those in their 20s and early 30s 
are most likely to be parents of younger children.  Chart 2 on the next page showing 
population by single year of age illustrates that there were many more children age 10 
and older than under age 10 in the 2000 Census. 
Although overall population in the TRSD has grown since 1990, the number of births in 
the District in the early 2000s was lower than in the early 1990s, due to the lower 
population of women in childbearing ages, as well as lower fertility rates.  Table 3 on the 
bottom of the next page reports the number of births each year from 1990 to 2004 for the 
District, as well as each high school attendance area.  
 11
Chart 2
2000 Census Population by Single Year of Age
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Table 3
Annual Births, 1990 to 2004
Three Rivers School District
By High School Attendance Area
Year
Hidden 
Valley
Illinois 
Valley
North 
Valley
TRSD
Total
1990 186 108 153 447
1991 175 110 154 439
1992 164 99 142 405
1993 160 113 149 422
1994 159 108 136 403
1995 168 84 163 415
1996 149 109 155 413
1997 152 79 131 362
1998 162 104 143 409
1999 179 94 147 420
2000 166 110 131 407
2001 175 92 119 386
2002 158 79 138 375
2003 172 97 140 409
2004 179 82 141 402
Source:  PSU-PRC estimates using Oregon Center for Health Statistics 
zip code data, 1990-2004 and geocoded birth records, 2001-2003.  
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Fertility rates for the TRSD in 2000 are shown in Chart 3 below.  For comparison, State 
of Oregon fertility rates are also included.  The rates were calculated for each age group 
by dividing the number of births in the year 2000 by the female population counted in the 
2000 Census.  For example, there were 101 births to mothers age 25 to 29 and a 
population of 849 women age 25 to 29 in the TRSD.  So the fertility rate in 2000 for 
women age 25 to 29 was 101/849 = 0.119 births per female, or 119 per thousand.  Chart 3 
shows that age-specific fertility rates within TRSD, compared with the State of Oregon 
overall, were much higher for women age 20 to 24, somewhat lower for women age 30 to 
39, and similar to the State rates for other age groups. 
Another common measure of fertility is the Total Fertility Rate (TFR).  This is an 
estimate of the number of children that would be born to the average women during her 
child-bearing years, based on age-specific fertility rates observed at a given time.  The 
2000 TFR for the District was 2.10.  Comparable rates in 2000 were 2.05 for Josephine 
County overall, and 1.98 for the State.  Based on the number of births in the TRSD in 
1990 and trends observed in Josephine County overall, we estimate that the District’s 
TFR was higher in 1990 – about 2.30. 
Chart 3
Age-Specific Fertility Rates, 2000
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During the 1990s, the number of housing units within the District’s boundaries increased 
by over 4,000, as shown in Table 4 below.  The 26 percent increase in housing units was 
matched by a comparable increase in households (occupied housing units).  However, 
there was only a small increase in the number of households with children under 18.  
Expressed in net change, only 361 of the additional 3,890 households included children.  
The share of households in the TRSD that included at least one child under the age of 18 
fell from 32 percent in 1990 to 27 percent in 2000.  The average number of persons per 
household also fell, from 2.52 in 1990 to 2.42 in 2000. 
Table 4
Three Rivers School District
Housing and Household Characteristics, 1990 and 2000
1990 to 2000 Change
Number Percent
Housing Units 16,112 20,230 4,118 26%
Households 14,769 18,659 3,890 26%
  Households with children under 18 4,734 5,095 361 8%
    share of total 32% 27%
  Households with no children under 18 10,035 13,564 3,529 35%
    share of total 68% 73%
Household Population 37,165 45,067 7,902 21%
Persons per Household 2.52 2.42 -0.10 -4%
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000 Censuses; data aggregated to TRSD boundary (current boundary 
including Applegate) by Portland State University Population Research Center.
1990 2000
 
Since 2000, housing construction within the District has continued at a pace similar to the 
1990s, even though the County’s overall population growth has slowed.  We identified 
tax lots within the Josephine County portion of the TRSD and tallied an average of 234 
“stick-built” single family homes and 46 manufactured homes built each year during the 
2000 to 2005 period compared with an annual average of 222 single family homes and 77 
manufactured homes during the 1990 to 1999 period.9   
__________________________ 
9Source:  Josephine County Assessor’s data attached to GIS shape file representing tax lots.  Not all new 
housing is included in this analysis, because some homes are missing the “year built” information, some 
homes may be secondary structures on a tax lot that is identified by its primary structure, and individual 
manufactured homes in parks are not identified in the assessor’s data.  Based on census data, we estimate 
that about half of all manufactured homes are represented. 
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The geographic patterns of development have changed only slightly between the 1990s 
and the 2000s.  Among new homes built within the Josephine County portion of the 
TRSD between 2000 and 2005, 15 percent were within the current Grants Pass UGB, six 
percent were within the current Cave Junction UGB, and 79 percent were within the 
remainder of the County.  In the 1990s, 14 percent were within the current Grants Pass 
UGB, just two percent were within the current Cave Junction UGB, and 84 percent were 
within the remainder of the County.  Because of zoning and subdivision requirements, the 
most obvious difference between homes built inside and outside of the UGBs is the size 
of the property.  Most of the homes built within the UGBs are on lots of a quarter acre or 
less, and nearly all of the rest are on lots of less than a half acre.  Most of the homes built 
outside the UGBs are on lots of five or more acres, and nearly all of the rest are on lots of 
more than one acre.  Map 1 on the next page illustrates the UGBs and their proximity to 
TRSD schools and attendance areas. 
Although the pace of housing development within the TRSD portion of the Grants Pass 
UGB has been steady throughout the 1990s and 2000s, that could change depending on 
the City’s long range growth.  State law requires cities to provide a 20-year supply of 
land within their urban growth boundary for residential, commercial and industrial uses.  
A steering committee is currently being formed to evaluate the Grants Pass UGB, and if 
the UGB expands within the TRSD, new housing could be added at a much higher 
density than under current zoning.  It may be several years after a decision is made to 
adjust the UGB before any housing development would occur, but school district officials 
and community members are encouraged to consider the long-range implications of any 
changes to the UGB. 
In the Cave Junction UGB, the pace of housing development began to increase 
significantly in 2004.  There were 83 new homes completed in the City of Cave Junction 
between July 2005 and June 2006, increasing the City’s housing stock by about 10 
percent in one year.10  Development has spread to Cave Junction partly due to the high 
cost of land in the Grants Pass area, and several large subdivisions have been recently 
approved, the first within the City since the late 1970s.  However, many of the new 
__________________________ 
10Source:  City of Cave Junction. 
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homes remain unsold, so it is not clear how quickly the subdivisions will be built out.  In 
a recent search of the multiple listings, we identified 42 homes for sale in Cave Junction 
that were built in 2005 or 2006.11 
Looking at the share of new housing development by high school attendance area 
(HSAA), there are also slight geographic differences between the 1990s and 2000s.  
Between 2000 and 2005, 37 percent of new homes in the TRSD were built within the 
Hidden Valley HSAA, 18 percent within the Illinois Valley HSAA, and 45 percent in the 
North Valley HSAA.  In the 1990s, the shares were 34 percent in Hidden Valley, 14 
percent in Illinois Valley, and 52 percent in North Valley. 
New Residential Subdivisions 
Most of the housing construction that takes place outside of the UGBs occurs on existing 
parcels that were created several years ago or more.  There were nearly 800 new housing 
units built in the TRSD between 2003 and 2005 outside of the two UGBs, but only about 
50 of those were built in new subdivisions approved by Josephine County since 2000.  So 
in the short term the number of new housing units may not be directly related to the 
number of lots in new subdivisions.  Housing construction occurs on vacant lots in 
subdivisions that were created long ago, and subdivisions that have been recently 
approved may take several years or more to be built out.  In contrast, within the UGBs 
most of the current new housing construction is occurring in subdivisions approved 
within the past few years.  The availability of city services and the infrastructure 
requirements encourage a faster pace of development.  Underlying all of the subdivision 
activity is the demand for housing and the prices that buyers are willing to pay for 
buildable lots.  Property owners and developers are likely to incur the costs and efforts of 
going through the land-use approval process only if they are optimistic about their ability 
to sell the lots or the homes that they plan to build. 
We obtained lists of recent subdivisions from Josephine County, and the Cities of Grants  
__________________________ 
11Although the City boundaries are not explicit in the multiple listings, we limited the search to lot sizes of 
less than one half acre, in order to exclude rural homes with a Cave Junction address. 
 17
Pass and Cave Junction.  Based on tax lot numbers or addresses we were able to identify 
which subdivisions were within the TRSD, and assign them to the appropriate school 
attendance area.  The lists are combined and organized by high school cluster and 
elementary attendance area in Table 5 at the end of this section.  In general, the table 
includes subdivisions that gained final approval during the period between January 2004 
and August 2006, though some are pending approval and some of the Josephine County 
subdivisions were platted in 2004 but approved earlier.  Rather than reporting the number 
of lots in each subdivision, we report the number of net added home sites, subtracting any 
existing units in each development as of 2006.12  This net figure is closer to the future 
number of additional homes that may be built in the subdivisions.  There are a total of 
1,182 net added home sites in 66 subdivisions included in the table.  The City of Cave 
Junction identified three of the subdivisions containing 109 home sites as senior/disabled 
or age 55 and over developments, so there are 1,093 net added home sites when the three 
are excluded.  Subdivisions with 10 or more net added home sites are listed by name in 
the table; smaller ones are reported as a group. 
The number of lots in new subdivisions gives some indication of how future growth may 
be distributed within the District, and helps to inform the individual school forecasts 
presented later in this report.  But the creation of new subdivisions has an indirect and 
uncertain impact on school enrollment.  The real drivers are the area’s economy and 
specifics of the housing market– the number of jobs that support working families, how 
quickly new homes are built, sold, and occupied, and how many of the new homes are 
occupied by families with children.  The section of this report titled “Housing 
Characteristics and TRSD Enrollment” presents data on the average number of TRSD 
students in the District’s existing housing units, helping readers to quantify the actual 
relationship between housing and school enrollment. 
 
__________________________ 
12Existing units includes homes that were built before the property was subdivided (there is often one 
existing home included in the total number of lots in the subdivision) and new homes identified in the 
summer 2006 Josephine County Assessor’s data that were built after the property was subdivided. 
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Elementary 
Attendance Area Subdivision Name Jurisdiction
Net Added 
Home Sites2
Evergreen Lone Mountain Estates Josephine Co. 12
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 34
Cedar Brook Estates, phase 3
(pending, age 55+) City of CJ 40
Illinois River Estates City of CJ 41
Primrose (pending, senior/disabled) City of CJ 13
Pomeroy Park City of CJ 60
Southridge (pending) City of CJ 59
Vineyard Place City of CJ 25
Hanby Vistas City of CJ 50
Jessi Rae Estates City of CJ 11
Belleau Woods (pending) City of CJ 12
Laurel Pines (pending) City of CJ 77
Mountain Valley Estates City of CJ 41
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) City of CJ 42
Ft. Vannoy Isabella Heights Josephine Co. 10
Rocking Horse Estates Josephine Co. 16
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 14
Capitol Hill City of GP 41
Lincoln Meadows City of GP 32
River Road Estates City of GP 39
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) City of GP 16
Ft. Vannoy ES total: 168
Manzanita Bannister Creek Josephine Co. 12
Paradise Vista (pending) Josephine Co. 30
Pioneer Meadows Josephine Co. 16
Walker Mountain View Estates Josephine Co. 18
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 64
Manzanita ES total: 140
Fleming MS/North Valley HS total: 308
table continued on next page
Table 5
New Subdivisions Approved or Pending1
Three Rivers School District, 2004 to 2006
Cedar Brook Estates, phases 1,2
(age 55+) City of CJ 56
Illinois Valley HS/ Lorna Byrne MS/ Evergreen ES total 
(excluding senior/disabled/55+): 464
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Elementary 
Attendance Area Subdivision Name Jurisdiction
Net Added 
Home Sites2
Fruitdale Randolph Estates (pending) Josephine Co. 14
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 10
Grace Garden Estates City of GP 34
Panoramic View Estates, final phase City of GP 16
Townes View Estates City of GP 20
Meadow Wood, phases 5,6,7,8,9 City of GP 93
Jordans Landing City of GP 39
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) City of GP 11
Fruitdale ES total: 237
Jerome Prarie Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 21
Jerome Prairie ES total: 21
Madrona Bellewood Estates Phase 1,2 Josephine Co. 19
Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 18
Madrona ES total: 37
Williams Misc. (each fewer than 10 net sites) Josephine Co. 6
Williams ES total: 6
Lincoln Savage MS/Hidden Valley HS total: 301
Source:  Subdivision lists provided in October 2006 by planning departments of Josephine County 
and Grants Pass, and Cave Junction city recorder.  Subdivisions were assigned to TRSD attendance 
areas and net sites calculated by Population Research Center, Portland State University.
2.  Net added homesites are the number of lots in the subdivision minus any existing units or new 
units that had been completed by 2005 (based on Josephine County assessor's parcel data as of 
Summer, 2006).
Table 5 (continued)
New Subdivisions Approved or Pending1
Three Rivers School District, 2004 to 2006
1.  Josephine County subdivisions may include some that were approved prior to 2004, but platted in 
2004.
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ENROLLMENT TRENDS 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Total K-12 enrollment in the Three Rivers School District fell by 17 percent (1,150 
students) after peaking in 1995-96.  In five of the past 11 years, enrollment has been 
relatively stable, with losses ranging from one to 22 students in total.  But the other six 
years saw losses of 98 or more students, including losses of 294 in 1999-00 and 248 in 
2006-07.  In particular, district-wide elementary (K-5) and middle school (6-8) 
enrollments have declined significantly over the past decade.  Elementary enrollment is 
817 students (28 percent) lower than its 1997-98 peak, and middle school enrollment is 
down 320 students (20 percent) since peaking in 1996-97.  High school enrollment 
peaked just three years ago, in 2003-04, and has fallen by 101 students (five percent) 
since. 
The past decade contrasts with seven consecutive years of growth from 1988-89 to 1995-
96.  During that period the District added Kindergarten (1990-91) and merged with 
Applegate (1994-95), but enrollment growth was also fueled by births and migration, and 
some growth would have occurred even without the program and boundary changes. 
Because of recent flat or declining birth levels and the age distribution of in and out 
movers described in the “Population and Housing Trends, 1990 to 2005” section, the 
District currently has its largest class sizes at the secondary level.  In each of the past six 
years, the District’s largest classes have been 9th and 10th grade, and the smallest classes 
have been in the primary grades, K-3rd.  In 2006-07, the four high school grades (9-12) 
enroll 52 percent more students than the four primary grades (K-3).  On the next page, 
Table 6 summarizes the enrollment history for the District by grade level annually from 
1999-99 to 2005-06.  For a longer historic comparison, Table 6 includes 1996-97, and 
also the combined total of Applegate K-8 enrollment and TRSD enrollment for 1991-92.  
 
Table 6
Three Rivers School District, Historic Enrollment, 1991-92 to 2006-07
Grade 1991-92* 1996-97 1999-00 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07
K 412 435 328 332 374 344 316 342 317 287
1 513 439 381 384 365 408 351 379 386 323
2 468 504 450 402 369 402 404 347 369 383
3 511 507 479 474 405 401 390 410 378 357
4 461 532 443 486 476 424 407 416 412 380
5 536 518 505 469 507 494 454 428 396 410
6 485 530 523 496 454 464 464 464 432 396
7 496 523 534 501 527 445 487 468 473 424
8 483 551 511 500 504 525 492 519 501 464
9 532 544 549 541 555 559 589 536 546 537
10 469 550 501 547 557 552 549 586 531 525
11 410 488 489 460 521 520 521 501 520 505
12 416 491 464 467 444 498 498 519 467 489
Total 6,192 6,612 6,157 6,059 6,058 6,036 5,922 5,915 5,728 5,480
K-5 2,901 2,935 2,586 2,547 2,496 2,473 2,322 2,322 2,258 2,140
6-8 1,464 1,604 1,568 1,497 1,485 1,434 1,443 1,451 1,406 1,284
9-12 1,827 2,073 2,003 2,015 2,077 2,129 2,157 2,142 2,064 2,056
5 Year Growth:
2001-02 to 2006-07
10 Year Growth:
1996-97 to 2006-07
15 Year Growth:
1991-92 to 2006-07
Change Pct. Change Pct. Change Pct.
K-5 -356 -14% -795 -27% -761 -26%
6-8 -201 -14% -320 -20% -180 -12%
9-12 -21 -1% -17 -1% 229 13%
Total -578 -10% -1,132 -17% -712 -11%
Source:  Three Rivers School District.
*Note:  Before 1994-95 Applegate K-8th grade students were not part of the Three Rivers School District.  The 1991-92 figures 
shown in this table are for the Three Rivers and Applegate School Districts combined.
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Other notable enrollment trends include: 
• Kindergarten enrollment fell in 2005-06 and again in 2006-07.  The current 
kindergarten and 1st grade enrollments are lower than in any year since the 
District began offering kindergarten. 
• Preliminary figures for 2006-07 show that elementary (grade K-5) enrollment fell 
by 118 students (five percent) since 2005-06.  This is the second largest decline in 
the past seven years. 
• The largest numeric and percentage drop by school level in 2006-07 occurred in 
middle schools, influenced by last year’s historically small 5th grade class.  
Overall, middle school (grade 6-8) enrollment fell by 122 students (nine percent) 
between 2005-06 and 2006-07.  
• Overall high school (grade 9-12) enrollment in the District was stable between 
2005-06 and 2006-07, experiencing a loss of eight students after a much larger 
loss of 78 students between 2004-05 and 2005-06. 
• Net movement of students into and out of the District plays only a small role in 
the enrollment declines, as the number of students in each grade in 2006-07 was 
similar to the number in the previous grade in 2005-06.  Comparing the relatively 
stable elementary grades, the ratio of this year’s 2nd-5th grade enrollment to last 
year’s 1st-4th grades was 0.990, indicating that about one percent of TRSD’s 
enrollment loss was due to migration.  Most of the overall 4.3 percent loss was 
due to progressively smaller classes entering in kindergarten and first grade. 
Private and Home School Enrollment and District “Capture Rate” 
The Oregon Department of Education’s (ODE’s) most recent list of private schools 
shows eight schools in Josephine County offering elementary and/or secondary grades, 
enrolling a total of 714 children.  Five of the schools, with a total enrollment of 454 K-12 
students, are physically located within the TRSD boundaries.  There are also 12 private 
schools in Jackson County that enroll a total of 2,019 K-12 students, according to ODE.   
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Data from the 2000 Census reveals that children living within the TRSD have similar or 
higher shares of private school enrollment than children throughout the State of Oregon 
overall.  The private school enrollment shares reported in 2000 for TRSD residents were 
16 percent of kindergartners (same as the State), 14 percent of 1st-8th grade students 
(higher than the State’s 10 percent share), and 8 percent of 9th-12th grade students (same 
as the State).  For grades 1-12 overall, the 12 percent private school share in 2000 was an 
increase from the 10 percent share in the 1990 Census. 
The largest private school in Josephine County is New Hope Christian School, located 
between Grants Pass and Murphy on New Hope Road.  Their current (Fall 2006) 
enrollment is 281 students in grades K-12, and their overall enrollment has been fairly 
stable since 2000.  Although they are located within the TRSD, near Madrona 
Elementary School, they report that about one quarter of their students reside in the 
TRSD. 
Comparing the population counted in the 2000 Census with the TRSD enrollment by 
grade level confirms that the share of area children not attending TRSD schools is 
actually much higher than the private school shares.  TRSD kindergarten enrollment in 
1999-00 and 2000-01 averaged about 70 percent of the kindergarten-age population 
counted in the census, and TRSD 1st grade enrollment accounted for about 75 percent of 
the corresponding census population. 
Some of the difference between TRSD enrollment and child population is attributed to 
home schooling.  Home schooled students living in the District are required to register 
with the Southern Oregon Educational Service District (SOESD), though the statistics 
kept by the SOESD are not precise because students who move out of the area are not 
required to drop their registration.  Students who enroll in public schools after being 
registered as home schooled are dropped from the home school registry.  In 2002-03 
there were 499 residents of the TRSD registered as home schoolers, including 200 in 
grades 9-12 and 299 in grades K-8.  Currently (2006-07) there are 313 TRSD residents 
registered, including 163 in grades 9-12 and 150 in grades K-8.  The drop in the past four 
years may be due to the overall demographic trends that are also impacting public school 
enrollment, or there may have been a larger number of inactive students on the roles in 
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2002-03.  In Fall 2006, the share of registered home school students is about four percent 
of the TRSD’s total K-8 residents, and about six percent of its high school age residents. 
For purposes of forecasting enrollment, the ratios of kindergarten and first grade public 
school enrollment to overall population in the corresponding ages are very important.  
These ratios are called “capture rates.”  Once a student is enrolled in the public schools in 
first grade, it is very likely that they will continue to be enrolled in subsequent grades, 
unless their family moves out of the District.  At the time of the 2000 Census, the 
kindergarten capture rate was 0.70, and the first grade capture rate was 0.75.  That means 
that about 30 percent of kindergarten-age children and 25 percent of first grade age 
children were not enrolled in TRSD schools, accounting for students who were enrolled 
in private schools, public schools in other districts, home schooled, or five year olds not 
yet attending school, since school is not compulsory until age six. 
Enrollment Growth Due to Migration 
Although the District’s overall enrollment has been falling during the last decade, very 
little of the decline is due to migration.  In most years there have been more students 
moving into the TRSD than out of it, and the decline has been driven primarily by the 
decrease in births and to a lesser extent, the decrease in the capture rate.  This conclusion 
is based on an analysis of historic grade progression rates (GPRs).  The GPR is the ratio 
of enrollment in a specific grade to the enrollment in the preceding grade in the previous 
year.  For example, the number of students enrolled in second grade this year divided by 
the number of students enrolled in first grade last year.  Rates for some grades may be 
consistently high, indicating that new students are entering the District from private 
schools.  For this reason, it is common to see higher GPRs for the kindergarten to 1st and 
the 8th to 9th grade transitions.  After grade 9, low GPRs can indicate that students are 
dropping out of school.  But for most elementary grades, if the population entering and 
leaving the District is in balance and students are not being retained at particular grades 
for academic reasons, one can expect GPRs very close to 1.00.  Rates above 1.00 in the 
elementary grades usually indicate net migration into the District. 
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Table 7 compares the average GPRs observed in the past 10 years.  Over the past five 
years, the District has gained an average of nine percent in 1st grade, compared with the 
previous year’s kindergarten.13  The same is true for 9th grade compared with 8th grade.  
At sixth grade the District often loses students, as reflected in the average GPR of 0.98 
for the 5th-6th transition.  For all other grades from 2nd through 8th during the past five 
years, there have been averages of one to four percent more students than in the previous 
grade the previous year.  This indicates that migration generally contributes to enrollment 
increases, counter to the dominant trend of enrollment decrease. 
Table 7
Average Grade Progression Rates*
Three Rivers S.D., 1996-97 to 2006-07
Grade Transition
1996-97
to
2001-02
2001-02
to
2006-07
K-1 1.10 1.09
1-2 1.02 1.01
2-3 1.00 1.03
3-4 1.00 1.03
4-5 1.03 1.02
5-6 0.98 0.98
6-7 1.00 1.01
7-8 0.98 1.04
8-9 1.07 1.09
9-10 0.99 0.98
10-11 0.92 0.93
11-12 0.97 0.96
*Ratio of enrollment in an individual grade to enrollment in the 
previous grade the previous year.  The figures are averages for 
each five year period.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________ 
13Enrollment counts used in this study are from the fourth week of Fall, around September 30.  Students 
who enroll in kindergarten after this date also contribute to the increases between kindergarten and first 
grade, since they are not included in the official kindergarten enrollment. 
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Enrollment Trends at Individual Schools:  Elementary Schools 
Comparing the current year (2006-07) with five or ten years ago, enrollment has declined 
at each of the District’s eight elementary schools and one K-8 school.  The rate of decline 
varies from school to school, however.   
Measured over the past five years, the four K-5 schools in the Hidden Valley cluster – 
Fruitdale, Jerome Prarie, Madrona, and Williams have experienced the smallest numeric 
(nine to 19 students) and percentage (six to nine percent) declines.  When the period is 
increased to 10 years, Fruitdale is the only one of the District’s nine K-5 or K-8 schools 
to lose fewer than 30 students since 1996-97, and also the only one of the nine to lose less 
than 10 percent of its enrollment.  On the other hand, the entire loss has occurred since 
2003-04, so Fruitdale has lost more enrollment than the other K-5 schools in the cluster 
over the past three years.  Also in the Hidden Valley cluster, Applegate’s enrollments 
have fallen throughout the past ten years at both the K-5th and 6th-8th grade levels, in spite 
of enrolling about one third of its students from outside of its attendance area. 
Although Evergreen’s enrollment fell sharply until 2003-04, it is the only one of the nine 
schools to post an increase in the past three years.  Its enrollment is now 25 students (5 
percent) higher than in 2003-04. 
Within the North Valley cluster, all three elementary schools have experienced large 
enrollment declines at some point during the past decade.  Fort Vannoy’s percentage 
losses have been smaller than those in Manzanita or Wolf Creek, but most of the loss at 
Fort Vannoy has occurred in the past two years.  Whether measured over a three, five, or 
10 year period, Manzanita and Wolf Creek have experienced the largest percentage losses 
of the District’s eight K-5 schools. 
Enrollment Trends at Individual Schools:  Middle Schools 
Enrollment has also trended downward at each of the District’s three middle schools 
during the past decade, with moderate losses at Fleming, and larger losses at Lorna Byrne 
and Lincoln Savage.  Fleming’s enrollment in 2006-07 was only 36 students (seven 
percent) smaller than in 1996-97, while Lincoln Savage lost 146 students (25 percent) 
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and Lorna Byrne lost 120 students (29 percent) during the 10 year period.  Middle 
schools have only three grades, so their enrollment totals can be significantly impacted by 
the relative sizes of incoming 6th grade classes and graduating 8th grade classes.  The 
2005-06 to 2006-07 enrollment change is an example, as both Lorna Byrne and Lincoln 
Savage had large enrollment losses because they graduated large 8th grade classes, but 
their feeder elementary schools had relatively small 5th grade classes in 2005-06. 
Enrollment Trends at Individual Schools:  High Schools 
In each of the District’s three high schools, enrollment has been relatively stable during 
the past decade.  Total enrollment at each school in 2006-07 is no more than eight percent 
above or below its 1996-97 and 2001-02 levels.  Hidden Valley has gained 48 students in 
the past five years, and is the only one of the District’s 15 schools with a higher 
enrollment in 2006-07 than in 2001-02.  Illinois Valley’s 2006-07 enrollment is only four 
students less than in 2001-02, and North Valley was stable or growing until 2004-05, but 
has lost 70 students in the past two years. 
Like the middle schools, high school enrollment fluctuations can be attributed to diverse 
sizes of individual classes.  Hidden Valley’s increase of 29 students between 2005-06 and 
2006-07 occurred because of the relatively large 8th grade classes articulating from 
Lincoln Savage and Applegate, whereas North Valley’s loss of 31 students is closely 
related to the small 8th grade class at Fleming in 2005-06.  In general, the high schools are 
just beginning to be impacted by the smaller class sizes that have driven enrollment 
declines in the elementary and middle school levels.  
Total enrollment at each of the District’s schools and five and ten year historic enrollment 
trends by school are shown in Table 8 on the next page. 
 
Table 8
Three Rivers School District, Historic Enrollment by School, 1996-97 to 2006-07
School and Cluster 1996-97 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07
5 Year 
Growth:
2001-02 to 
2006-07
10 Year 
Growth:
1996-97 to 
2006-07
Applegate School (K-5) 129 95 107 86 72 79 65 -30 -64
Applegate School (6-8) 78 80 72 79 85 75 61 -19 -17
Fruitdale Elementary School 307 297 297 312 298 300 280 -17 -27
Jerome Prairie Elementary School 277 260 266 249 262 256 241 -19 -36
Madrona Elementary School 329 296 313 278 311 300 278 -18 -51
Williams Elementary School 124 98 105 97 96 100 89 -9 -35
Lincoln Savage Middle School 589 504 527 490 494 504 443 -61 -146
Hidden Valley High School 856 838 878 880 892 857 886 48 30
Hidden Valley Cluster Totals 2,689 2,468 2,565 2,471 2,510 2,471 2,343 -125 -346
Evergreen Elementary School1 710 567 518 456 480 470 481 -86 -229
Lorna Byrne Middle School 415 390 376 358 342 338 295 -95 -120
Illinois Valley High School 508 469 482 497 471 469 465 -4 -43
Illinois Valley Cluster Totals 1,633 1,426 1,376 1,311 1,293 1,277 1,241 -185 -392
Fort Vannoy Elementary School 356 327 330 335 326 308 287 -40 -69
Manzanita Elementary School2 578 448 434 432 405 386 354 -94 -224
Wolf Creek Elementary School 125 108 103 81 76 61 64 -44 -61
Fleming Middle School 522 511 459 512 530 489 486 -25 -36
North Valley High School 709 770 769 780 775 736 705 -65 -4
North Valley Cluster Totals 2,290 2,164 2,095 2,140 2,112 1,980 1,896 -268 -394
District Totals 6,612 6,058 6,036 5,922 5,915 5,728 5,480 -578 -1,132
1.  The 1996-97 figure includes Selma Elementary.
2.  The 1996-97 figure includes Merlin Primary.
Source:  Three Rivers School District.
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ENROLLMENT BY HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Although the enrollment forecasts may draw the most attention, a significant component 
of this demographic study is the analysis of how many TRSD students might be expected 
to live in new residential developments, given the number of new homes and certain 
characteristics of the homes.  These estimates help to inform the enrollment forecasts for 
individual schools, and they can be used by District staff on an ad hoc basis to anticipate 
student generation from future developments as they are approved. 
This analysis focuses primarily on detached single family homes (SFs), for several 
practical and logistical reasons.  Less than five percent of the District’s housing stock is 
in multi-family (MF) apartment homes, and much of that is senior housing, so the number 
of students living in MFs is too small to produce reliable estimates of student generation.  
Also, we do not expect new multi-family housing development to be a significant part of 
the District’s housing growth within the next several years.  About one quarter of the 
District’s housing units are mobile or manufactured homes (MHs), but only about 12 
percent of the net increase in housing stock between 1990 and 2000 was attributable to 
manufactured housing.  Only about half of the District’s MHs can be identified from the 
tax assessor’s data, because the count of units in mobile home parks is not included in the 
data, and many older MHs may be secondary buildings on a parcel that is classified by its 
primary building. 
We estimated the Fall 2005 number of students per unit with a geographic information 
system (GIS) that combined Josephine County tax lots (polygons) with TRSD student 
residences (points) and the school district and school attendance area boundaries.  Data 
from the Josephine County Assessor’s office associated with the tax lots allowed us to 
identify about 85 percent of the District’s “stick built” SFs and about 50 percent of the 
District’s mobile, manufactured, or modular homes.  As discussed above, some of the 
shortfall may be attributable to tax lots containing more than one home and units in MH 
parks not being included.  Student generation estimates in this table are based on those 
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units for which data was available, so the estimate for MHs is limited to homes on 
individual lots. 
Points for student residences were created by matching the student addresses to the 
address of the tax lot.  This method was successful for 92 percent of the District’s 
students, and results in the most accurate geographic representation.  Another six percent 
of District students were matched by street address range, and may or may not be 
associated with the correct tax lot.  Finally, two percent of student addresses could not be 
matched by either method.  In all cases, the student data used in this study contains no 
personally identifiable data such as names or birth dates, and the confidential locations of 
student residences are reported only in summary form, such as in the tables in this 
section. 
Information from the tax assessor’s records used in this analysis includes building type 
(SF or MH), year built, number of bedrooms, sale date, and sale price.  We also identified 
the tax lots by school district and individual school attendance area.  We limited the 
analysis to homes built in the year 2004 and before, because some of the units built in 
2005 or 2006 may not have been completed and occupied in time for the 2005-06 school 
year.  The overall rates differ slightly depending on which characteristics are included, 
because the number of records containing the specific information vary.  For example, 
not all SF records identify the number of bedrooms. 
A summary of the results by unit type and by high school attendance area is shown in 
Table 9 on the next page.  For the District in Fall 2005, the average number of K-12 
students per SF was 0.265, just over one student for every four homes.  In MHs on 
individual tax lots there were an average of 0.352 students, just over one student for 
every three homes.  Based on the 2000 Census tabulations for school districts, the 
average number of public school students per home in the TRSD during the 1999-2000 
school year was 0.320 for single family homes, 0.318 for mobile or manufactured homes, 
and 0.217 per apartment unit.  The lower number of students per SF in Fall 2005 is 
consistent with the decline in enrollment (numerator) since 1999-2000 and the increase in 
the number of SFs (denominator).  The difference for MHs is likely related to the 2005  
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Table 9 
Average Number of TRSD Students per Housing Unit, Fall 2005
By Type of Housing Unit and High School Attendance Area
Students by Grade Level
Housing Type* K-5 6-8 9-12 K-12
Single family ("stick-built") homes -- TRSD 0.104 0.065 0.096 0.265
    Hidden Valley HS Attendance Area SFs 0.110 0.062 0.092 0.263
    Illinois Valley HS Attendance Area SFs 0.120 0.086 0.119 0.325
    North Valley HS Attendance Area SFs 0.092 0.060 0.091 0.242
Multiple family homes N/A N/A N/A N/A
Manufactured homes (on individual tax lots) -- TRSD 0.146 0.089 0.116 0.352
    Hidden Valley HS Attendance Area MHs 0.154 0.102 0.121 0.376
    Illinois Valley HS Attendance Area MHs 0.117 0.077 0.107 0.301
    North Valley HS Attendance Area MHs 0.158 0.086 0.119 0.363
*Note:  see text in this section for a description of homes included in the analysis.  Mobile or 
manufactured homes in mobile home parks or on lots with other primary structures are not included 
due to data limitations.
 
omission of units in MH parks.  Since the 2005 average for MHs on individual tax lots is 
higher than the 2000 Census average for all MHs in spite of the enrollment decline, the 
average number of students per unit in MH parks must be significantly lower than for 
MHs on individual tax lots. 
The average number of students in SFs and MHs for each of the three high school 
attendance areas is also reported in Table 9.  The average numbers of K-12 students in 
Hidden Valley and North Valley are similar to the District averages, though Hidden 
Valley’s rates are slightly higher than North Valley’s.  The Illinois Valley rates are 
significantly higher than the District’s overall rates for stick-built single family homes, 
and significantly lower for mobile or manufactured homes. 
It should be noted that all of the rates for SFs are very low compared to most other school 
districts.  Districts that we have worked with in suburban areas in the Willamette Valley 
usually have between 0.500 and 0.600 K-12 students per single family home.  Even 
compared with other large districts in Southern Oregon, the TRSD rates are low.  The 
average number of K-12 public school students per SF calculated from the 2000 Census 
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data (0.320) was below the comparable figures for Grants Pass District 7 (0.455), 
Medford (0.464), Central Point (0.507), and Ashland (0.345). 
Table 10 below stratifies student generation for each of the two unit types by the price of 
homes that were sold between July 2004 and June 2005.  Although the average number of 
students per recently sold home is higher for the MHs in the analysis (0.329) than for the 
SFs (0.304), the table shows that the presence of TRSD students is more closely linked to 
affordability than to unit type.  Combining the two categories under $300,000, there were 
an average of 0.367 TRSD students per SF unit, and 0.352 TRSD students per MH unit.  
Overall rates are lower for SFs because of the more expensive homes that have much 
lower student generation. 
Table 10
Average Number of TRSD Students per Housing Unit, Fall 2005
Homes Sold Between July 2004 and June 2005
By Type of Housing Unit and Price Range
Students by Grade Level
Housing Type* and Price Range K-5 6-8 9-12 K-12
Single family ("stick-built") homes 774 0.145 0.076 0.083 0.304
    Sale price less than $200,000 207 0.193 0.072 0.101 0.367
    Sale price $200,000 to $299,999 240 0.179 0.092 0.096 0.367
    Sale price $300,000 to $399,999 176 0.142 0.051 0.080 0.273
    Sale price $400,000 or higher 151 N/A N/A N/A 0.152
Manufactured homes (on individual tax lots) 170 0.176 0.082 0.071 0.329
    Sale price less than $200,000 116 0.181 0.078 0.069 0.328
    Sale price $200,000 to $299,999 43 N/A N/A N/A 0.419
    Sale price $300,000 or higher 11 N/A N/A N/A 0.000
*Note:  see text in this section for a description of homes included in the analysis.  Mobile or 
manufactured homes in mobile home parks or on lots with other primary structures are not included 
due to data limitations.
# of 
homes
 
For SFs, we have tabulated additional results of the student generation analysis for homes 
by decade built (Table 11), for homes sold between July 2004 and June 2005 (Table 12), 
and for homes by the number of bedrooms (Table 13).  In general, older SFs are home to 
more TRSD students than newer homes, and homes with four or more bedrooms have 
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significantly more TRSD students than those with three or fewer.  The age of homes may 
be closely related to affordability, but the appeal of more bedrooms is obvious.  Table 13 
shows that recently built homes with four bedrooms have equivalent numbers of TRSD 
students per home as the older four bedroom homes.  However, most of the homes built 
since 2000 have only three bedrooms and cost over $300,000, so the overall student 
generation rates for new homes are lower than for older homes, as shown in Tables 11 
and 12.  If developers could build a four bedroom home that sold for under $300,000, 
families with children would be a large part of the market! 
Table 11
Average Number of TRSD Students per Housing Unit, Fall 2005
Single Family Homes by Year Built
Students by Grade Level
Year Built K-5 6-8 9-12 K-12
Single family ("stick-built") homes
    Built in 1969 and before 0.126 0.079 0.112 0.317
    Built 1970 to 1979 0.107 0.065 0.107 0.280
    Built 1980 to 1989 0.077 0.057 0.087 0.221
    Built 1990 to 1999 0.080 0.057 0.073 0.211
    Built 2000 to 2004 0.102 0.039 0.062 0.204
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Table 12
Average Number of TRSD Students per Housing Unit, Fall 2005
Homes Sold Between July 2004 and June 2005
Single Family Homes by Year Built and Price Range
Students by Grade Level
Year Built and Price Range K-5 6-8 9-12 K-12
Single family ("stick-built") homes
    Built between 2000 and 2004 139 0.050 0.043 0.050 0.144
        Sale price less than $200,000 28 N/A N/A N/A 0.214
        Sale price $200,000 to $299,999 33 N/A N/A N/A 0.182
        Sale price $300,000 to $399,999 32 N/A N/A N/A 0.156
        Sale price $400,000 or higher 46 N/A N/A N/A 0.065
    Built in 1999 and before 635 0.165 0.083 0.090 0.339
        Sale price less than $200,000 179 0.212 0.078 0.101 0.391
        Sale price $200,000 to $299,999 207 0.203 0.087 0.106 0.396
        Sale price $300,000 to $399,999 144 0.146 0.063 0.090 0.299
        Sale price $400,000 or higher 105 N/A N/A N/A 0.190
# of 
homes
 
Table 13
Average Number of TRSD Students per Housing Unit, Fall 2005
Single Family Homes by Year Built and Number of Bedrooms
Students by Grade Level
Year Built and Number of Bedrooms K-5 6-8 9-12 K-12
SFs built 2000 to 2004
    One bedroom N/A N/A N/A N/A
    Two bedrooms 0.033 0.000 0.025 0.058
    Three bedrooms 0.095 0.039 0.062 0.197
    Four or more bedrooms 0.219 0.066 0.139 0.424
SFs built 1999 and before
    One bedroom 0.079 0.064 0.106 0.248
    Two bedrooms 0.089 0.061 0.082 0.231
    Three bedrooms 0.108 0.067 0.097 0.271
    Four or more bedrooms 0.161 0.094 0.168 0.424
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ENROLLMENT FORECASTS 
________________________________________________________________________ 
District-wide Population Forecast 
A demographic cohort-component model was used to forecast population for the District 
by age and sex.  The components of population change are births, deaths, and migration 
(residential relocation).  Using age-specific fertility rates, age-sex specific mortality rates, 
age-sex specific migration rates, estimates of recent net migration levels, and forecasts of 
future migration levels, each component is applied to the base year population in a 
manner that simulates the actual dynamics of population change. 
The findings described in the earlier section “Population and Housing Trends” inform the 
assumptions used in the population forecast for the 2000 to 2020 period.  While the past 
may hold clues about the type of growth that the TRSD can expect in the future, it is less 
helpful in predicting the amount of growth.  For the long-range, we consulted external 
population and employment forecasts published by state and local agencies: 
• The Oregon Office of Economic Analysis (OEA) forecasts that Josephine 
County’s population will grow by 25 percent (1.1 percent annually) between 2000 
and 2020, from 75,726 in 2000 to 94,385 in 2020.14 
• The Josephine County Transportation System Plan includes population forecasts 
for specific rural area travel sheds.  These forecasts are consistent with the OEA 
forecast for the county, but they exclude the UGBs and use rural area 
development expectations.  Similar to the OEA county forecast, rural Josephine 
County is expected to grow by 1.1 percent annually between 2002 and 2020.15 
 
__________________________ 
14”Forecasts of Oregon’s County Populations and Components of Change, 2000 to 2040.”  Oregon 
Department of Administrative Services, Office of Economic Analysis, April, 2004.   
15Josephine County Transportation System Plan, Chapter 4, Future Transportation System Demand, 
Prepared by Parametrix, Inc., June, 2004.  Average annual growth based on 2002 estimate of 41,647 and 
2020 forecast of 50,921. 
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• The Oregon Employment Department forecasts a 19.5 percent increase in total 
non-farm employment in Workforce Region 8 (Jackson and Josephine Counties) 
between 2004 and 2014.  The increase of 19,820 jobs corresponds to a 1.8 percent 
average annual growth rate. 
Our forecast for 2020 population in the TRSD is 58,115, an increase of 12,949 persons 
from the 2000 Census (1.3 percent average annual growth).  The District-wide population 
forecast by age group is presented in Table 14 on the next page.  Total population is 
forecast to grow by 29 percent between 2000 and 2020.  School-age population ages 5 to 
17 is expected to fall by 602 persons, or 8 percent.  This 20 year trend is somewhat 
misleading, because the loss of 1,033 school-age persons between 2000 and 2010 is 
partly offset by an increase of 431 between 2010 and 2020.  The loss between 2000 and 
2010 is mostly due to the bulge in the 10 to 14 age group in 2000.  As this cohort reaches 
age 18 and is replaced by the much smaller population in younger age groups, the overall 
age 5 to 17 population drops.   
In contrast to the 1990 to 2000 period, the 2000 to 2010 and 2010 to 2020 forecasts 
indicate growth in the population age 25 to 39, as the area’s economy grows and the 
“baby bust” generation now in their late 20s and 30s ages into their 40s and 50s.  This 
increase in young adults should cause the number of births to increase slightly, so the 
population under age 5 increases over the forecast period. 
Much of the area’s population in 2020 will be in age groups that are not likely to 
contribute directly to growth in the school-age population.  In particular, the very large 
“baby boom” generation will be age 55 to 74 in 2020.  The substantial population “aging 
in place” will be supplemented by even more older adults as the area continues to be a 
popular retirement destination, so the highest growth rates will be in the age groups 55 
and over. 
Although much of the change in population by age group is due to the aging of existing 
residents, many people move into and out of the District.  Assumptions about the level of 
__________________________ 
16” Regional Profile, Industry Employment in Region 8”.  Oregon Employment Department, OLMIS, 
October, 2005. 
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Table 14
Population by Age Group
Three Rivers School District, 1990 to 2020
2000 to 2020 Change
Number Percent
Under Age 5 2,278 2,038 2,106 2,234 196 10%
Age 5 to 9 2,605 2,656 2,278 2,506 -150 -6%
Age 10 to 14 2,688 3,096 2,540 2,803 -293 -9%
Age 15 to 17 1,521 1,836 1,737 1,677 -159 -9%
Age 18 to 19 761 1,004 1,041 959 -45 -5%
Age 20 to 24 1,408 1,593 1,804 1,759 166 10%
Age 25 to 29 1,820 1,627 2,109 2,260 633 39%
Age 30 to 34 2,443 2,019 2,212 2,674 655 32%
Age 35 to 39 2,842 2,714 2,507 3,250 536 20%
Age 40 to 44 3,007 3,373 2,908 3,273 -100 -3%
Age 45 to 49 2,478 3,883 3,874 3,677 -206 -5%
Age 50 to 54 1,997 3,853 4,559 4,019 166 4%
Age 55 to 59 2,093 3,377 4,939 5,085 1,708 51%
Age 60 to 64 2,321 2,975 4,754 5,642 2,667 90%
Age 65 to 69 2,583 2,770 3,980 5,423 2,653 96%
Age 70 to 74 1,943 2,370 2,981 4,498 2,128 90%
Age 75 to 79 1,425 2,035 2,168 3,134 1,099 54%
Age 80 to 84 676 1,138 1,396 1,746 608 53%
Age 85 and over 384 809 1,271 1,496 687 85%
Total Population 37,273 45,166 51,164 58,115 12,949 29%
  Total age 5 to 17 6,814 7,588 6,555 6,986 -602 -8%
    share age 5 to 17 18.3% 16.8% 12.8% 12.0%
1990-2000 2000-2010 2010-2020
Population Change 7,893 5,998 6,950
  Percent 21.2% 13.3% 13.6%
  Average Annual 1.9% 1.2% 1.3%
1990
Census
2000
Census
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000 Censuses; data aggregated to TRSD boundary by Portland State 
University Population Research Center.  PSU-PRC Forecasts, 2010 and 2020.
2010 
Forecast
2020 
Forecast
 
future migration are a major component of the population forecasts, and impact the 
enrollment forecasts.  Forecasts of migration are guided by the estimates of past 
migration, as well as the forecast job opportunities and expectations of housing growth.  
As in the 1990s, net migration is expected to be positive for all age groups except for 
young adults age 18 to 29.  The overall population increase attributable to net migration 
is shown in Chart 4 on the next page.  The number of deaths will continue to grow faster 
than the number of births, so population growth due to net migration exceeds overall 
population growth. 
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Three Rivers School District
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District-wide Enrollment Forecast 
Historic school enrollment is linked to the population forecast in two ways.  First, the 
kindergarten and first grade enrollments at the time of the most recent census (the 1999-
2000 school year) are compared to the population at the appropriate ages counted in the 
census.  The “capture rate,” or ratio of enrollment to population, is an estimate of the 
share of area children who are enrolled in TRSD schools.  Assumptions for capture rates 
based on census data are used to bring new kindergarten and first grade students into the 
District’s enrollment.  If there is evidence that capture rates have changed since the time 
of the census, they may be adjusted in the forecast.  The 1999-2000 rate calculated for 
kindergarten was unusually low; other years before and after were closer to the 0.700 
used in the forecast.  Observed and forecast capture rates are shown in Table 15 on the 
next page. 
The other way that historic population and enrollment are linked is through migration.  
Annual changes in school enrollment by cohort closely follow trends in the net migration 
of children in the District’s population.  The way that migration is integrated in the 
forecast is described below. 
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Table 15
Capture Rates*
Three Rivers School District
School Year Kindergarten Grade 1
1999-2000 0.655 0.744
2010-2011 0.700 0.750
2016-2017 0.700 0.750
*The ratio of enrollment in District schools to total population in the District.
 
Once the students are in first grade, a set of baseline grade progression rates (GPRs) are 
used to move students from one grade to the next.  These baseline GPRs, usually 1.00 for 
elementary grades, represent a scenario under which there is no change due to migration.  
Enrollment change beyond the baseline is added (or subtracted, if appropriate) at each 
grade level depending on the migration levels of the overall population by single years of 
age.  Table 16 shows the average GPRs for the most recent ten years of observed historic 
enrollment (1996-97 to 2006-07), the baseline GPRs used in the model, and the average 
GPRs calculated from the enrollment forecasts between 2006-07 and 2016-17. 
Table 16
Grade Progression Rates1
Three Rivers School District
Grade 
Transition
Historic 
Average:
1996-97 to
2006-07
Baseline 
(without the 
influence of 
migration)
Forecast 
Average:
2006-07 to
2016-17
K-1 1.10 --2 1.11
1-2 1.01 0.99 1.02
2-3 1.01 1.00 1.03
3-4 1.01 1.00 1.03
4-5 1.02 1.00 1.03
5-6 0.98 0.98 1.01
6-7 1.01 1.00 1.02
7-8 1.01 1.02 1.03
8-9 1.08 1.08 1.09
9-10 0.99 0.97 0.97
10-11 0.92 0.95 0.95
11-12 0.96 0.97 0.95
2.  The enrollment forecast model uses capture rates for first 
grade; K-1 baseline GPRs are not used.
1.  Ratio of enrollment in an individual grade to enrollment in the 
previous grade the previous year.
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The base year data for the population forecast is 1990 Census data.  From the 1990 base, 
the model is calibrated to actual change using 2000 Census results and annual school 
enrollment data beginning with the earliest year available (1989-90) and extending to the 
most recent year (2006-07).  Forecast births in this historic period are calibrated to actual 
births that occurred within the District, and net migration levels are calibrated to the net 
migration that was estimated between the 1990 and 2000 censuses. 
Table 17 on the next page contains grade level forecasts for the Three Rivers School 
District for each year from 2007-08 to 2016-17.  The forecasts are also summarized by 
grade level groups (K-5, 6-8, and 9-12).  Overall K-12 enrollment is forecast to decline in 
each of the next five years, with progressively smaller declines occurring each year until 
2011-12.  Between 2011-12 and 2016-17, overall K-12 enrollment is forecast to be 
essentially stable, with a very small increase occurring by the end of the period. 
At least one more year of elementary (K-5) enrollment loss is expected; the 2007-08 K-5 
forecast is 52 students lower than the 2006-07 total.  After 2007-08, about three years of 
stable enrollment at the elementary level are forecast, based in part on the expectation 
that the size of incoming kindergarten and 1st grade classes will have “bottomed out” by 
2007-08.  Beginning in 2011-12, small annual increases in K-5 enrollment are forecast, 
and by 2016-17 elementary enrollment should be restored to its 2005-06 level. 
Middle school (6-8) enrollment is not expected to experience another year like 2006-07, 
when 122 fewer students were enrolled than in 2005-06, but the loss of another 166 
students over the next seven years is forecast.  After 2013-14, enrollment in grades 6-8 is 
forecast to grow slightly in each of the three remaining years of the forecast period. 
In recent years, including the current 2006-07 school year, district-wide high school (9-
12) enrollment has been relatively unaffected by the demographic trends that have caused 
elementary and middle school enrollments to fall.  But that is about to change 
significantly.  The smaller class sizes working their way through elementary and middle 
school over the past decade have reached 8th grade and will impact high school 
enrollment for the next several years.  High school enrollment in the TRSD is forecast to 
decline by 312 students (15 percent) between 2006-07 and 2011-12 and an additional 106 
Table 17
Three Rivers School District, Enrollment Forecasts, 2007-08 to 2016-17
Actual Forecast 
Grade 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
K 317 287 299 303 320 322 325 325 324 327 330 332
1 386 323 313 331 338 355 357 360 359 359 362 365
2 369 383 328 319 339 345 363 365 368 367 367 370
3 378 357 393 338 330 350 356 374 376 380 379 379
4 412 380 366 404 349 340 361 367 386 388 392 391
5 396 410 389 377 418 360 350 372 378 398 400 404
6 432 396 411 391 381 421 362 352 375 381 401 403
7 473 424 403 419 400 390 430 370 360 383 390 410
8 501 464 436 416 433 414 404 445 383 372 396 404
9 546 537 504 474 452 472 452 441 485 418 406 432
10 531 525 522 490 461 439 458 439 428 471 406 394
11 520 505 499 496 466 436 415 433 415 404 445 384
12 467 489 475 467 461 448 419 399 416 399 388 428
Total 5,728 5,480 5,338 5,225 5,148 5,092 5,052 5,042 5,053 5,047 5,062 5,096
K-5 2,258 2,140 2,088 2,072 2,094 2,072 2,112 2,163 2,191 2,219 2,230 2,241
6-8 1,406 1,284 1,250 1,226 1,214 1,225 1,196 1,167 1,118 1,136 1,187 1,217
9-12 2,064 2,056 2,000 1,927 1,840 1,795 1,744 1,712 1,744 1,692 1,645 1,638
5 Year Growth:
2006-07 to 2011-12
10 Year Growth:
2006-07 to 2016-17
Growth Pct. Growth Pct.
K-5 -28 -1% 101 5%
6-8 -88 -7% -67 -5%
9-12 -312 -15% -418 -20%
Total -428 -8% -384 -7%
Population Research Center, Portland State University, November 2006
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students between 2011-12 and 2016-17.  Over the entire 10 years, the forecast decline in 
grades 9-12 is 418, or 20 percent.  The forecast horizon ends in 2016-17, but if it were 
extended, high school enrollment would likely increase slightly, following the pattern of 
elementary enrollment, forecast to reach its nadir in 2008-09, and middle school 
enrollment, which begins to increase after 2013-14. 
Individual School Forecasts 
In order to address long-range planning needs, the District requested that PRC prepare 
forecasts for individual schools under a scenario in which current boundaries and grade 
configurations remain constant.  Of course, school districts typically respond to 
enrollment change in various ways including attendance area boundary changes, grade 
reconfiguration, opening or closing facilities, transporting students to schools outside 
their community, or other permanent or stopgap measures.  However, the individual 
school forecasts depict what future enrollments might be if today’s facilities and 
programs were unchanged. 
The methodology for the individual school forecasts relies on grade progression rates 
observed for each of the schools in the past five years, and the ratio of kindergarten and 
first grade enrollment to lagged births within the school’s attendance area.  New 
kindergarten and first grade classes were forecast each year based on recent trends and 
historic and forecast births.  Subsequent grades were forecast using the GPRs.  The final 
forecasts for individual schools are controlled to match the district-wide forecasts. 
Table 18 at the end of this section presents the enrollment forecasts for each school, 
grouped by high school clusters.  Map 2 displays the total 10 year change forecast for 
high school clusters by school level (elementary, middle, and high).  Profiles in Appendix 
A for each school integrate the enrollment forecasts with information for the school’s 
attendance area including births, 1990 and 2000 census data, housing development, and 
the school’s capture rate (the ratio of the school’s 1999-2000 enrollment to the population 
counted in the 2000 Census in corresponding age groups). 
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If “stable” enrollment is defined (in a somewhat arbitrary manner) as gain or loss of less 
than 10 percent over the mid-range (5 year) or long-range (10 year) future, then most of 
the District’s elementary, middle, and K-8 schools are forecast to experience stable 
enrollment.  The exceptions are Fruitdale (15 percent growth in the 2011-12 to 2016-17 
period and 23 percent for the entire 10 year period), Jerome Prairie (11 percent growth in 
the 2011-12 to 2016-17 period and 19 percent for the entire 10 year period), and Madrona 
(12 percent growth in the 2011-12 to 2016-17 period).  These three K-5 schools in the 
Hidden Valley cluster have had slight increases in births in recent years, are part of the 
growing Grants Pass housing market, and are accessible to both the Grants Pass and 
Jackson County job markets.  Nearby, the small Applegate K-8 School is forecast to grow 
by 11 percent between 2011-12 and 2016-17.  The only one of the District’s 12 
elementary, middle, or K-8 schools with significant enrollment loss in either five year or 
ten year period is Fleming Middle School, forecast to lose 15 percent in enrollment 
between 2006-07 and 2011-12 following recent steep enrollment declines at its 
elementary feeders. 
All three of the District’s high schools are expected to experience large enrollment losses 
in the forecast period.  The biggest percentage losses between 2006-07 and 2011-12 are 
forecast at Hidden Valley (18 percent) and Illinois Valley (17 percent).  After 2011-12 
enrollments at these two schools are expected to stabilize.  North Valley is forecast to 
lose enrollment during both periods, including an 11 percent loss between 2006-07 and 
2011-12 and an additional 14 percent loss between 2011-12 and 2016-17. 
 
Table 18
Enrollment Forecasts for Individual Schools, 2007-08 to 2016-17
Actual Forecast Change
School
Applegate School (K-5) 79 65 69 70 71 78 81 84 16 3 19
Applegate School (6-8) 75 61 58 52 44 39 42 52 -19 10 -9
Fruitdale Elementary School 300 280 283 287 292 296 301 346 21 45 66
Jerome Prairie Elementary School 256 241 247 246 251 248 259 288 18 29 47
Madrona Elementary School 300 278 272 262 257 259 264 295 -14 31 17
Williams Elementary School 100 89 81 78 76 78 71 77 -18 6 -12
Lincoln Savage Middle School 504 443 417 435 462 473 465 477 22 12 34
Hidden Valley High School 857 886 853 807 788 746 728 721 -158 -7 -165
Hidden Valley Cluster Totals 2,471 2,343 2,280 2,237 2,241 2,217 2,211 2,340 -132 129 -3
Evergreen Elementary School 470 481 457 453 465 454 456 450 -25 -6 -31
Lorna Byrne Middle School 338 295 303 286 290 282 278 277 -17 -1 -18
Illinois Valley High School 469 465 454 445 395 395 386 377 -79 -9 -88
Illinois Valley Cluster Totals 1,277 1,241 1,214 1,184 1,150 1,131 1,120 1,104 -121 -16 -137
Fort Vannoy Elementary School 308 287 292 295 291 282 291 304 4 13 17
Manzanita Elementary School 386 354 323 325 335 320 322 333 -32 11 -21
Wolf Creek Elementary School 61 64 64 56 56 57 67 64 3 -3 0
Fleming Middle School 489 486 472 453 418 431 411 411 -75 0 -75
North Valley High School 736 705 693 675 657 654 630 540 -75 -90 -165
North Valley Cluster Totals 1,980 1,896 1,844 1,804 1,757 1,744 1,721 1,652 -175 -69 -244
District Totals 5,728 5,480 5,338 5,225 5,148 5,092 5,052 5,096 -428 44 -384
Population Research Center, Portland State University, November 2006
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CONCLUSION 
________________________________________________________________________ 
By exploring recent population, housing, and enrollment trends in the Three Rivers 
School District, linking population and enrollment forecasts in the demographic model, 
and producing district-wide enrollment forecasts by grade level, we have completed a 
study that we believe will be useful for a variety of long-range planning needs of the 
District. 
Although the District’s elementary and middle schools have been losing enrollment 
during the past decade, we expect the elementary schools to “bottom out” with a couple 
of years and begin to grow slightly.  Middle schools should follow the elementary school 
trend by about five years.  High school enrollments are currently near their peak, and are 
expected to lose enrollment throughout most of the 10 year forecast period.  However, we 
caution the users of this report on the nature of forecasting in general.  Fertility and 
mortality rates are relatively stable, but migration can vary greatly in an uncertain future.  
The migration assumptions involve judgment and the expectation that future trends will 
fall neatly into place in alignment with current trends and external forecasts produced by 
other agencies.  We know from past history that unforeseen events can affect these 
expectations. 
Another uncertainty in the forecast involves the entry grades, kindergarten and 1st grade.  
The relationship between births and subsequent kindergarten and 1st grade enrollment 
five to six years later is affected by two factors — the migration of children during the 
years prior to enrolling in school, and the capture rate.  Total enrollment in the District’s 
kindergarten and 1st grade classes is at historic lows in the current year (2006-07), but the 
number of births within the TRSD has rebounded from its 2002 low, and is forecast to 
increase slowly as the population of young adults increases.  If there are sustained 
increases in kindergarten and 1st grade, they will influence District enrollment totals for 
years to come, since students have 13 years to progress through the system.  Conversely, 
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if kindergarten and 1st grade enrollment losses continue, overall K-12 losses will be more 
severe than forecasted. 
Chart 5 compares the historic and forecast number of births in the District with the 
historic and forecast 1st grade classes.  In spite of the fact that TRSD 1st grade classes 
only enroll about 75 percent of the District’s eligible residents, the 1st grade enrollment 
has been relatively close to the number of births six years earlier throughout most of the 
past decade.  That is because net migration adds children to the area’s population 
between birth and age six.  In the past few years the migration has not been enough to 
compensate for the low capture rate, resulting in the gap between enrollment and lagged 
births shown in the chart.  There is no way to predict the precise annual variations in the 
migration level, so the forecast 1st grade enrollment tracks closely with the birth forecast. 
Chart 5
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Most of the specific year-to-year enrollment change in the forecast is influenced by the 
size of individual classes progressing from grade to grade.  Chart 6 shows that in 2006-07 
each elementary grade has 100 to 200 fewer students than each high school grade, so the 
smaller class sizes are likely influence secondary enrollment as they progress through the 
school system.  In spite of recent enrollment declines, we have observed that migration 
generally contributes additional students at almost every grade level.  The forecast 
includes positive net migration of students, at a slightly higher rate than in the past 
decade.  The contribution of migration is relatively constant each year in the forecast  In 
reality, there will be cycles of faster and slower economic and population growth in the 
future which no forecast will be able to predict, so the year-to-year pattern of actual 
growth will deviate from the forecast.  However, the long-term enrollment changes are 
consistent with population, employment, and housing growth expected in the region. 
Chart 6
Enrollment by Grade Level
Three Rivers School District
332
365
370
379
391
404
403
410
404
432
394
384
428489
505
525
537
464
424
396
410
380
357
383
323
287K
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
G
ra
de
2006-07 actual                2016-17 forecast
 
 52
Because of the uncertainties of forecasts described in this section, it is important to 
monitor the results and update the forecast as needed.  In general, forecast error varies 
according to the size of the population being forecast and the length of the forecast 
horizon.  The smaller the population and the longer the forecast period, the larger the 
error is likely to be.  In particular, the school level forecasts depend on assumptions about 
the distribution of housing and population growth in small areas within the District over a 
10 year period, so they should be used as only one of many tools in the planning process.  
In spite of the uncertainties, long range forecasts can be more accurate in the end year 
than in the first few years, because of the growth cycles that occur in any population.  
Regardless of the accuracy of this forecast in the first few years, it is advisable to update 
the forecast as new information becomes available.  New information may be school 
enrollment data, new census data, proposals for major new housing development, or land 
use changes that may result in housing or economic growth that differs significantly from 
recent and current trends. 
APPENDIX A 
SCHOOL AND ATTENDANCE AREA PROFILES 
 
Applegate School (K-8) -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
History Forecast
2000 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 1,138 Total enrollment 207 175 126 123 136
  Population Under Age 5 38 Five year change -32 -49 -3 13
  Population Age 5 to 17 206
Housing Units 488
  Households 458
    with children under 18 132
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 176
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 1.173
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: N/A
Attendance area population age 6 to 14 -- April 1, 2000: 150
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: N/A
Note:  Due to 
limitations of 1990 
Census geography, 
1990 data is not 
reported for this 
attendance area.
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Fruitdale Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 4,119 5,374 1,255 30% Total enrollment 307 297 280 301 346
  Population Under Age 5 267 280 13 5% Five year change -10 -17 21 45
  Population Age 5 to 17 659 827 168 25%
Housing Units 1,849 2,483 634 34%
  Households 1,730 2,329 599 35%
    with children under 18 499 611 112 22%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 268
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.734
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 196
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 365
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 237
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Jerome Prairie Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 4,150 4,759 609 15% Total enrollment 277 260 241 259 288
  Population Under Age 5 234 185 -49 -21% Five year change -17 -19 18 29
  Population Age 5 to 17 730 757 27 4%
Housing Units 1,728 2,057 329 19%
  Households 1,623 1,942 319 20%
    with children under 18 504 500 -4 -1%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 264
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.765
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 186
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 345
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 21
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Madrona Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 4,361 4,521 160 4% Total enrollment 329 296 278 264 295
  Population Under Age 5 239 195 -44 -18% Five year change -33 -18 -14 31
  Population Age 5 to 17 868 797 -71 -8%
Housing Units 1,745 1,866 121 7%
  Households 1,639 1,763 124 8%
    with children under 18 570 537 -33 -6%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 327
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.906
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 172
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 361
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 37
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Williams Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 1,942 2,150 208 11% Total enrollment 124 98 89 71 77
  Population Under Age 5 112 85 -27 -24% Five year change -26 -9 -18 6
  Population Age 5 to 17 426 378 -48 -11%
Housing Units 809 964 155 19%
  Households 730 899 169 23%
    with children under 18 275 248 -27 -10%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 120
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.649
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 70
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 185
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 6
Total Enrollment
0
20
40
60
80
100
120
140
160
1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
School Year
Forecast
History
First Grade Enrollment and Lagged Births
0
5
10
15
20
25
30
35
1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
School Year
First grade forecast
First grade history
Births (6 year lag)
2004 Births
A
-5
Lincoln Savage Middle School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 14,572 16,804 2,232 15% Total enrollment 589 504 443 465 477
  Population Under Age 5 852 745 -107 -13% Five year change -85 -61 22 12
  Population Age 5 to 17 2,683 2,759 76 3%
Housing Units 6,131 7,370 1,239 20%
  Households 5,722 6,933 1,211 21%
    with children under 18 1,848 1,896 48 3%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 561
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.871
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 624
Attendance area population age 12 to 14 -- April 1, 2000: 644
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 301
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Hidden Valley High School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 15,931 17,942 2,011 13% Total enrollment 856 838 886 728 721
  Population Under Age 5 961 783 -178 -19% Five year change -18 48 -158 -7
  Population Age 5 to 17 2,926 2,965 39 1%
Housing Units 6,695 7,858 1,163 17%
  Households 6,245 7,391 1,146 18%
    with children under 18 2,029 2,028 -1 0%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 822
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.873
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 624
Attendance area population age 15 to 18 -- April 1, 2000: 942
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 301
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Evergreen Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 7,588 9,967 2,379 31% Total enrollment* 710 567 481 456 450
  Population Under Age 5 523 466 -57 -11% Five year change -143 -86 -25 -6
  Population Age 5 to 17 1,446 1,869 423 29%
Housing Units 3,598 4,719 1,121 31% *Note:  Includes Selma Elementary enrollment in 1996-97.
  Households 3,120 4,135 1,015 33%
    with children under 18 1,025 1,180 155 15%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 587
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.690
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 296
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 851
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 464
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Lorna Byrne Middle School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 7,588 9,967 2,379 31% Total enrollment 415 390 295 278 277
  Population Under Age 5 523 466 -57 -11% Five year change -25 -95 -17 -1
  Population Age 5 to 17 1,446 1,869 423 29%
Housing Units 3,598 4,719 1,121 31%
  Households 3,120 4,135 1,015 33%
    with children under 18 1,025 1,180 155 15%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 383
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.818
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 296
Attendance area population age 12 to 14 -- April 1, 2000: 468
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 464
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Illinois Valley High School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 7,588 9,967 2,379 31% Total enrollment 508 469 465 386 377
  Population Under Age 5 523 466 -57 -11% Five year change -39 -4 -79 -9
  Population Age 5 to 17 1,446 1,869 423 29%
Housing Units 3,598 4,719 1,121 31%
  Households 3,120 4,135 1,015 33%
    with children under 18 1,025 1,180 155 15%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 480
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.848
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 296
Attendance area population age 15 to 18 -- April 1, 2000: 566
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 464
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Fort Vannoy Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 5,665 7,185 1,520 27% Total enrollment 356 327 287 291 304
  Population Under Age 5 284 333 49 17% Five year change -29 -40 4 13
  Population Age 5 to 17 896 1,036 140 16%
Housing Units 2,508 3,281 773 31%
  Households 2,349 3,088 739 31%
    with children under 18 625 757 132 21%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 340
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.694
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 377
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 490
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 168
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Manzanita Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 6,774 8,505 1,731 26% Total enrollment* 578 448 354 322 333
  Population Under Age 5 407 380 -27 -7% Five year change -130 -94 -32 11
  Population Age 5 to 17 1,253 1,419 166 13%
Housing Units 2,718 3,639 921 34% *Note:  Includes Merlin Primary School enrollment in 1996-97.
  Households 2,545 3,400 855 34%
    with children under 18 858 940 82 10%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 478
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.784
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 332
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 610
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 140
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Wolf Creek Elementary School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 1,315 1,567 252 19% Total enrollment 125 108 64 67 64
  Population Under Age 5 103 76 -27 -26% Five year change -17 -44 3 -3
  Population Age 5 to 17 293 299 6 2%
Housing Units 593 733 140 24%
  Households 510 645 135 26%
    with children under 18 197 190 -7 -4%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 99
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.762
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 46
Attendance area population age 6 to 11 -- April 1, 2000: 130
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 0
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Fleming Middle School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 13,754 17,257 3,503 25% Total enrollment 522 511 486 411 411
  Population Under Age 5 794 789 -5 -1% Five year change -11 -25 -75 0
  Population Age 5 to 17 2,442 2,754 312 13%
Housing Units 5,819 7,653 1,834 32%
  Households 5,404 7,133 1,729 32%
    with children under 18 1,680 1,887 207 12%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 551
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.806
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 755
Attendance area population age 12 to 14 -- April 1, 2000: 684
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 308
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North Valley High School -- Population, Housing, and Enrollment Profile
1990 and 2000 Census Data Enrollment History and Forecast
'90-'00 Change History Forecast
1990 2000 Number Percent 1996-97 2001-02 2006-07 2011-12 2016-17
Total Population 13,754 17,257 3,503 25% Total enrollment 709 770 705 630 540
  Population Under Age 5 794 789 -5 -1% Five year change 61 -65 -75 -90
  Population Age 5 to 17 2,442 2,754 312 13%
Housing Units 5,819 7,653 1,834 32%
  Households 5,404 7,133 1,729 32%
    with children under 18 1,680 1,887 207 12%
Total enrollment in 1999-2000 school year: 701
1.  Aggregated from Josephine County assessor parcel data, August 2006.
Ratio of enrollment to population: 0.785
Population Research Center, Portland State University November, 2006
New Housing Development
Number of housing units built 2000 to 2005 1: 755
Attendance area population age 15 to 18 -- April 1, 2000: 893
2.  Aggregated from lists provided by Josephine County and cities of Grants 
Pass and Cave Junction, October 2006.  Excludes senior housing.
School "Capture" Rate
Homesites added in new subdivisions, 2004-2006 2: 308
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